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OCT 9 0 2006

FCC· MAILROOM
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.
Washington DC 20554.

Rebecca James Reeking
106 Plum St.
Greenvil1e, PA 16125

RE: My comments on Media Ownership Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking - Docket 06-121

Dear FCC,

As an American citizen and taxpayer, I am outraged at former FCC Chairman Michael Powell's
efforts to bury two separate studies that found media consolidation to be harmful to local news
reporting. No decision should be made on ownership until a full and independent investigation of
this cover-up is completed.

The FCC can't simply hide data from the public and push through new rules that unleash further
consolidation of local news outlets. Localism and diversity are the cornerstones of a democratic
media system; we cannot afford to compromise them in any way.

The FCC should allow no relaxation or elimination of the public interest limits on media ownership
without first weighing all of the evidence and hearing out widespread public concern about the
problems of consolidation.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration of economic power in
the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part ofbalancing the public service mission ofthe media with
their private profit motive. Our democracy requires the free flow oflocal information from a broad
range of diverse voices.

Media consolidation has already led to declines in local and minority ownership as well as the
homogenization of content in radio and television. Allowing further concentration of local media
markets will only worsen the problems we already have.

The FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the
hands of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. I will join millions of
Americans in closely following your actions regarding this vital matter. I hope and expect you will
honor your responsibility to the American people by stopping any further media consolidation.

M~ Sincere.ly

/cdk<---·-J ~ II~ ..
Rebecca Jai~cking i~
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To: FCC

445 12th Street, S,W
Washington, DC:
20554

I am filing a comment on proceeding 06-121 (Media Ownership).

Dear Federal Communica\::ions Commission,

C, .. ,< ""_',

I am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination
of t:he public interest limits on media ownership. Localism and diversity are the
cornerstone~oJ C'.i',.delJlocratic media system, and we canno~ ~fford to
compromi5e them in <:lny way. . .... ...'-

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration
of economic power in the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part of balancing the
public service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our
democracy requires the free flow of'information from a broad range of diverse
voices.

Any pUblic policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has already led to
declines in local and minority ownership as well as the homogenization of
c:ontentinradio ilncHerevisfon.~"'ermittingcross-ownership of newspapers and
broadcast stations, or allowingfurthel; concentration in local television
markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits in
2003, millions of Americans rose up in protest. Congress and the courts
ultimately intervened to turn back that misguided regulatory process.

Now that these same rules are being reconsidered, the FCC should stand firm
with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands
of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy.

Sincerely,

])5P~
First and Last name
Mailing Address
City, State .
Zip
Email AdClress "
Other Comments:
";'

iI· "J\V. David Prouty ,
. '. 9040 E. Bears Path Rd.

Tucson, AZ 85749
. . r.

. .

More info from the-'fCC' orr tt'liS'1sstle ean be found at·'·· '" .. , .. ,.. . •
ht!D:llhraunfoss.fcc.qoy/.e60cs'public/attachmatch/DOC-266034A1.pdf.
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October 14, 2006

I am filing a comment on proceeding FP-003
(Media Ownership: Out of the Picture).
Dear Federal Communications Commission,

To: FCC
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC
20554

Mr. David Prouty
9040 E. Bears Path Rd.

Tucson, AZ 85749

I am writing to express my outrage that the FCC has failed in efforts to monitor and
foster more minority ownership of television stations. There is something terribly wrong
with our media system when minorities comprise such substantial parts of the U.S.
population but own so few broadcast outlets.

A recent report by the media reform organization Free Press found that that while
minorities make up 33 percent of the U.S. population, only 3.26 percent of all
broadcast stations are owned by minorities. The report also finds that the number of
minority owned stations has dropped since more consolidated media ownership was
permitted in the 1996 Telecommunications Act.

Diversity is the cornerstone of a democratic media system; we cannot afford to lose it
in any way. It would be unconscionable for the FCC to let large media owners buy up
more local media outlets before redressing the agency's failure to foster minority voices
in the media.

The FCC should not allow relaxation or elimination of the limits on media ownership
without first hearing out widespread public concern about the problems of minority
representation and lack of minority broadcast station owners. Allowing further
concentration of local media markets, will only worsen the problems we already have.

Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from diverse voices. The
FCC should stand firm with the pUblic against further concentration of media ownership
in the hands of the few.

First and Last nameD/j)!/f) FAoer(
Mailing Address r-=T,.",

City, State ..
Zip
Email Address
Other Comments:

;,.,.> • ~ '~.. ', ", ( . •~,
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More information;from the FCC on this issue can be found at ~ ;',;~~~:f'1; ;.i/'::i'rq <':'1:\',

htfp:llhrauhfoss.fcc:qovledocs public/attachmatchIDOO-26.6034&es!J<'. J"' "":";.:.,
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OCT 30 2006

FCC - MAILROOM

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.
Washington DC 20554.

Joan Heron
POBox 1923
Idyllwild, CA 92549-1923

RE: My comments on Media Ownership Further Notice ofProposed Rulemaking - Docket 06-121

Dear FCC,

As an American citizen and taxpayer, I am outraged at former FCC Chairman Michael Powell's
efforts to bury two separate studies that found media consolidation to be harmful to local news
reporting. No decision should be made on ownership until a full and independent investigation of
this cover-up is completed.

The FCC can't simply hide data from the public and push through new rules that unleash further
consolidation of local news outlets. Localism and diversity are the cornerstones ofa democratic
media system; we cannot afford to compromise them in any way.

The FCC should allow no relaxation or elimination of the public interest limits on media ownership
without first weighing all of the evidence and hearing out widespread public concern about the
problems ofconsolidation.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration ofeconomic power in
the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part ofbalancing the public service mission ofthe media with
their private profit motive. Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from a broad
range ofdiverse voices.

Media consolidation has already led to declines in local and minority ownership as well as the
homogenization ofcontent in radio and television. Allowing further concentration of local media
markets will only worsen the problems we already have.

The FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the
hands ofthe few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. I will join millions of
Americans in closely following your actions regarding this vital matter. I hope and expect you will
honor your responsibility to the American people by stopping any further media consolidation.

Most sincerely,

~o~
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FCC - MAILROOM

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.
Washington DC 20554.

Karen Lee Eisenlord
1826 Laurel Canyon Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90046-2029

RE: My comments on Media Ownership Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking - Docket 06-121

Dear FCC,

As an American citizen and taxpayer, I am outraged at fonner FCC Chainnan Michael Powell's
efforts to bury two separate studies that found media consolidation to be harmful to local news
reporting. No decision should be made on ownership until a full and independent investigation of
this cover-up is completed.

The FCC can't simply hide data from the public and push through new rules that unleash further
consolidation oflocal news outlets. Localism and diversity are the cornerstones of a democratic
media system; we cannot afford to compromise them in any way.

The FCC should allow no relaxation or elimination of the public interest limits on media ownership
without first weighing all of the evidence and hearing out widespread public concern about the
problems of consolidation.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration of economic power in
the marketplace ofideas -- a critical part ofbalaneing the public service mission of the media with
their private profit motive. Our democracy requires the free flow ofiocal infonnation from a broad
range of diverse voices.

Media consolidation has already led to declines in local and minority ownership as well as the
homogenization ofcontent in radio and television. Allowing further concentration of local media
markets will only worsen the problems we already have.

The FCC should stand finn with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the
hands of the few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. I will join millions of
Americans in closely following your actions regarding this vital matter. I hope and expect you will
honor your responsibility to the American people by stopping any further media consolidation.

• ...~..st~relY/ ~ -:). // h /
.~~e Eisenlord

: .•-



RECEIVED &INSPECTED

OtT 302006

FCC - MAILROOM

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.
Washington DC 20554.

Rachel Castor
2306 C Street
Bellingham, WA 98225

RE: My comments on Media Ownership Further Notice ofProposed Rulemaking - Docket 06-121

Dear FCC,

As an American citizen and taxpayer, I am outraged at former FCC Chairman Michael Powell's
efforts to bury two separate studies that found media consolidation to be harmful to local news
reporting. No decision should be made on ownership until a full and independent investigation of
this cover-up is completed.

The FCC can't simply hide data from the public and push through new rules that unleash further
consolidation of local news outlets. Localism and diversity are the cornerstones of a democratic
media system; we cannot afford to compromise them in any way.

The FCC should allow no relaxation or elimination of the public interest limits on media ownership
without first weighing all of the evidence and hearing out widespread public concern about the
problems of consolidation.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration of economic power in
the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part ofbalancing the public service mission of the media with
their private profit motive. Our democracy requires the free flow of local information from a broad
range ofdiverse voices. --

Media consolidation has already led to declines in local and minority ownership as well as the
homogenization of content in radio and television. Allowing further concentration of local media
markets will only worsen the problems we already have.

The FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the
hands ofthe few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. I will join millions of
Americans in closely following your actions regarding this vital matter. I hope and expect you will
honor your responsibility to the American people by stopping any further media consolidation..

'!-'"" ..:.. , '~",
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OCT 3 0 2006

FCC - MAILROOM

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.
Washington DC 20554.

Audrey Jean
1981 Hastings Ave W.
Port Townsend, WA 98368

RE: My comments on Media Ownership Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking - Docket 06-121

Dear FCC,

As an American citizen and taxpayer, I am outraged at former FCC Chairman Michael Powell's
efforts to bury two separate studies that found media consolidation to be harmful to local news
reporting. No decision should be made on ownership until a full and independent investigation of
this cover-up is completed.

The FCC can't simply hide data from the public and push through new rules that unleash further
consolidation of local news outlets. Localism and diversity are the cornerstones of a democratic
media system; we cannot afford to compromise them in any way.

The FCC should allow no relaxation or elimination ofthe public interest limits on media ownership
without first weighing all of the evidence and hearing out widespread public concem about the
problems ofconsolidation.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the concentration of economic power in
the marketplace of ideas -- a critical part ofbalancing the public service mission ofthe media with
their private profit motive. Our democracy requires the free flow oflocal information from a broad
range of diverse voices.

Media consolidation has already led to declines in local and minority ownership as well as the
homogenization of content in radio and television. Allowing further concentration of local media
markets will only worsen the problems we already have.

The FCC should stand firm with the public against further concentration of media ownership in the
hands ofthe few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. I will join millions of
Americans in closely following your actions regarding this vital matter. I hope and expect you will
honor your responsibility to the American people by stopping any further media consolidation.

Most sincerely,

A=~
o


